REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Applicants are amending Claims 1 and 21 by incorporating the 
subject matter of cancelled Claim 3 1 . Thus, the new subject matter in each of 
these amended claims has been previously searched and considered and entry of 
the amendment is appropriate after a "final" rejection. No new issue is presented 
and no new search is required if the Examiner has properly searched and 
considered the subject matter of Claim 3 1 . Entry of this amendment is therefore 
requested because it is clearly responsive to the arguments presented in the Final 
Rejection relating to the presence of the photothermographic material provided in 
stacks or film packs. 

Applicants are appreciative that the previous rejection under 35 
U.S.C. §1 12(2) has been withdrawn. 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. S103fa^ 

Claims 1-11, 14-25, and 31 have been rejected as unpatentable 
over EP 1,186,950 in view of U.S. Patent 4,212,937 (Akashi et al.) and EP 
1 ,096,3 1 0. This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

The Final Rejection argues that EP '950 describes a photothermo- 
graphic material with a backside stabilizer that is a nitrogen-containing compound 
(e.g. a benzotriazole). Akashi et al. is argued to disclose nitrogen organic bases in 
heat developable photosensitive materials. EP '310 is argued to describe 
nitrogen-containing compounds to provide image density during dark storage. 
Thus, the Final Rejection argues that it would be obvious to a worker of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use a nitrogen-containing 
compound as image stabilizers and thereby provide a material as claimed. 

Applicants disagree with the arguments in the Final Rejection on 
the merits but in order to expedite prosecution, they have amended independent 
Claims 1 and 21 of the application to call for a photographic film pack or stack 
containing a plurality of photothermographic materials, each containing the 
backside stabilizer. While Applicants believe that a single photothermographic 
material is patentable over the prior art because there is no suggestion or teaching 
of the specific backside stabilizers to solve a particular problem, they submit that 
the prior art is even more remote from teaching a plurality of photothermographic 
materials in a film pack or stack. While in the pack or stack, the individual 
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photothermographic materials are stabilized to shelf-aging fog. The backside 
stabilizer in one photothermographic material helps stabilize the frontside 
imaging layers of the photothermographic arranged underneath it. This 
arrangement of photothermographic materials and the problem encountered and 
solved by the presently claimed invention are not taught or suggested in any of the 
three cited references, either individually or collectively. 

Thus, Applicants believe that the unpatentability rejection does not 
have merit with respect to the present claims and should be withdrawn. 

In view of the foregoing amendments and remarks, reconsideration 
of this patent application is respectfully requested. A prompt and favorable action 
by the examiner is earnestly solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Registration No. 27,678 

J. Lanny Tucker/s-p 
Rochester, NY 14650 
Telephone: (585) 722-9332 
Facsimile: (585) 477-1 148 

If the Examiner is unable to reach the Applicants) Attorney at the telephone number provided, the 
Examiner is requested to communicate with Eastman Kodak Company Patent Operations at 
(585) 477-4656. 



-16- 



